In the scope of this examination, the prelude to the Clarity Act involved two decades of discussions aimed at addressing -Quebec's place in Canada.‖ The historical tensions between Canada-Quebec relations since 1980 -will be firstly examined;
with emphasis on events defined as times of crisis or high intergovernmental relations. The second purpose of this study will regard an assessment of the derived origins of the Secession Reference and the Clarity Act. Finally, the central theme of this paper will be devoted to the divergent opinions of the Actboth of its effectiveness and of its legitimacy. Thus, the third section of this study will place emphasis on the ramifications of the legislative Act. To prove this, the paper will define the meaning of -effective‖ and -legitimate‖ and apply this to the Clarity Act to determine its ability or inability to meet the desired meaning. As implied, the study of effectiveness will be centered on the federal government's goal orientation and debated success.
The definition of legitimacy will be applied to the Clarity Act, where perception and legality will influence its ability to meet the defined standard. It will be demonstrated that the procured legislation of the Clarity Act did not sufficiently fulfill the gaps or intended goals of the federal government -in essence deeming it ineffective. The ineffectiveness of the Act is synonymously coupled with raised concerns of its legal authority, thus -weakening its lawmaking might, applicability and legitimacy. A concern for the Quebec government is the overwhelming support against sovereignty -showing 96% opposition. 30 The inclusion gives the 28 Ibid., 14. 29 Russell and Ryder, Postreferendum, 327. 30 
